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1 “The National Security Strategy of the United States of America’ http://www.whitehouse.gov/nsc/nss.html




common calling

calling

Balance of power

preemptive attack preemptive

action



. Prevent our enemies from threatening us, our alies, and our friends with weapons of mass

destruction

The United States has long maintained the option of preemptive actions to counter a sufficient
threat to our national security. The greater the threat, the greater is the risk of inaction--- and the
more compelling the case for taking anticipatory action to defend ourselves, even if uncertainty
remains as to the time and place of the enemy’s attack. To forestall or prevent such hostile acts by
our adversaries, the United States will, if necessary, act preemptively.

The United States will not use force in all cases to preempt emerging threats, nor should
nations use preemption as a pretext for aggression. Y et in an age where the enemies of civilization

openly and actively seek the world’s most destructive technologies, the United States cannot remain
idle while dangers gather. We will always proceed deliberately, weighing the consequences of our
actions. To support preemptive options, we will:

d build better, more integrated intelligence capabilities to provide timely, accurate information on
threats, wherever they may emerge;

d coordinate closely with allies to form a common assessment of the most dangerous threats; and

d continue to transform our military forces to ensure our ability to conduct rapid and precise
operations to achieve decisive resullts.
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Rogue States

"The war of choice, not necessity.”
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